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Providence, Rhode Island February 21, 1966 
The Convention was called to o r d e r by Mr. Dennis J. Roberts, 
Chairman, at 1:30 P. M. 
The Chairman present.ed Reverend Frederick K. Jellison, Rector 
of St. James Epicopal Church, Woonsocket, Rhode Island for the pur­
pose of giving the Invocation. Th e I nvoc a t i on was given. 
The roll of delegates wa s called ; there were 80 present and 19 
absent. 
Absentees were Mes srs . Appolonia , Bride, Champion, Delehanty, 
DeCiantis, Dodge, Fontaine , Gmelin, Gorham of Foster, Mrnes. Lacroix 
and Lambros, Messrs. Macari, Ma r tin, McGrat,h, McKiernan, Moon, 
Nathanson, Viall, and Mr s . Webster. 
The names of the absentees we r e called. 
On motion of Mr. Princ ipe, seconded by Messrs. Belhumeur and 
Sherry, the reading of the J ou r n a l of the previous day was dispensed, 
on a voice vote. 
Mr. Doris, seconded b y Me ss r s . Bizier and Kagan, moved that the 
Journals of December 2, 1965, and January 24, 1 966 be corrected to 
read that the roll was called, t.ha c t h e r e was not a quorum present 
and that a convention sessi on wa.s no t held and that there be no record 
of any absentees. 
The motion prevailed on a vo i c e vote . 
INTRODUCTI ON A F I RST READ I~ G OF PROPOSALS 
The Chairman announced r e c e i p t c f t h e fo l l owing proposal : 
Proposal No. 196 , o f f ere d b y Mr . Fanning of Cumberland, entitled 
"Permanent Commission on t ,he Cons t i tuti on. " 
MOTI ONS A~TI RESOLL~IONS 
Mr. Ricci, seconded by Mes s rs. Bizier and Doris, moved that a ver­
batim record of the proceedings in the Committee of the Whole be kept 
for today's session. 
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The motion prevailed on a division vote. 48 delegates voting in 
the affirmative and 10 d e l egates vo t i ng in t h e negative. 
On motion of t'f.x . Ch aha r yn, the de.legat.es extended a rising vote 
of appreciation to Reverend Jellison for h i s kindness in giving the 
Invocation. 
Mr. wexler o seconded by Mr s . Foster and Mr . Pickard, moved that 
when the Convention adjourns today, it adjourn to meet on Saturday, 
February 26, 1966 at. lO~OO AoM. in the Chamber of the House of Repre­
sentatives at the Sta~e Hou s e . 
Mr. Cooney, seconded by Messrs. Gallogly and Dolbashian, moved 
that the motion be amended to read that a session of the Convention 
will be held on Sa turday, Ma ~ch 5, 1966 at 10 :00 AoM. 
The motion wa s debated . 
The motion a s amended preva iled on a voice vote. 
Mr. Cooney, seconded by Messrs . Warren, Doris, Belhumeur, and 
Wrenn, moved that as a Special Order on the Calendar of General Orders 
for March 5, 1966. f r m t h e calendar of Ge n e r a l Orders, there be placed 
Proposals Nos. 20 -Substitute Eo 47, 7, 142, 29.,.Substitute A, 30-Substi­
tute A, 31-Substitute A, 5 9 4 0 and a l l other prcposals on the General 
Orders not thereto£or di sp o sed o f . 
The motion prevailed on a voi.ce vote. 
REPORT OF THE COMM.ITTEE OF THE WIIOLE 
The Chairman announced that he would present the report of the 
Committee of the Whole for February 7, 1966, a copy of which was on 
the desk of each delegate . 
On motion of Mr.Wexle::::- Q seconded by Mr. Cochran, reading of the 
report was dispensed and 't h e Convention proceeded to act thereon, on 
a voice vote. 
The Chairman , as Chai r ma n o f the Commi t t e e of the Whole on Febru­
ary 7, 1966, presented the report of the Committee of the Whole to the 
Conventi on and ac t.i on was taken thereon as follows: 
"The Committee of the Whole meeting on February 7, 1966, considered 
Proposal No. 171, Substitute B, "0£ Amendments". 
"The Commi.ttee on Resolutions recommended adoption. On a division 
vote, a motion to r e c omme nd adoption of the Substitute Proposal, as 
amended by the COIll.'1littee of the Whole prevailed." 
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The proposal was refer~ed to the Committee on Style and Drafting. 
Also "The 20nuni t t ee c ~nsidered Proposal No. 86 "Of Amendments." 
"The committee on Resolutions did not recommend adoption. On a 
division vote a mot. i o n to r e c onune nd rejection of the proposal prevailed." 
Mrs. Foster, seconded by Messrs. Parrillo and Principe, moved that 
the proposal be rejected. 
On a division vote, the motion prevailed, 64 delegates voting In 
the affirmative and 0 delegates voting in the negative. 
Also "The Committee considered Proposal No. 187 "Of Amendments." 
"The Committee on Resolutions did not recommend adoption. On a divi­
sion vote a motion to recommend rejection of Proposal No. 187 prevailed." 
Mrs. Foster, secended by Messrs. Chaharyn, Parrillo, Principe and 
Cote, moved that the proposal be rejected. 
On a division vote, the motion prevailed, 64 delegates voting In 
the affirmative and 0 delegates voting in the negative. 
GENERAL ORDERS 
Mr. DiLuglio, s econded b y Messrs. Lawrence, Murphy of Warren, and 
Toolin, moved tha t the Convention resolve into a Committee of the Whole 
upon the General Orders of the Day. 
The motion prevailed on a voice vote. 
(For Journal of the Committee of the Whole, see Appendix, this 
Journal.) Upon the rising of the Committee of the Whole, the Chairman 
again called the Convention to order. 
AD'OURNMENT 
Mr. Corcoran sec o nded by Mrs. Foster, moved that the Convention 
adjourn to meet on Monday, February 28, 1966, at 10:00 A.M. in the 
Chamber of the Hou s e o f Representatives at the State House. Mr. Principe, 
seconded by Mess r s . Belnumeur and LaSalle, moved that the motion be 
amended to read t h a t the Convention adjourn to meet on Monday, February 
28, 1966 at 1: 00 P. M. i n the Ch amb e r of the House of Representatives at 
the State House. 
The motion to amend pre v a i l e d on a voice vote. 
At 4:45 PuM. puzsuant to the moti.on to adjourn as amended, the Con­
vention adjourned to meet on Monday u February 28, 1966 at 1:00 P.M. In 
the Chamber of the House of Representatives at the State House on a 
voice vote. 
August P. LaFrance, Secretary 
Constitutional Convention 
A P PEN D I X Page 4. 
Journal of the Committee of t h e Whole February 21, 1966 
Upon the resolving of the Convention into a Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair.man called the Committee of the Whole to order. 
GENERAL ORDERS 
The Committee of the Whole proceeded to consider and act upon 
the General Orders of the Day. 
Proposal No. 183 "Bond Referenda"
 
(The Committee on the Legislative Department does not recommend.)
 
The proposal was read.
 
Mr. Chaharyn, seconded by Messrs. Cunningham, Doris, DiLuglio and 
Bizier, moved that the committee of the Whole recommend recommittal 
of the proposal, to the Committee on the Legislative Department. 
On a division vote the motion to recommend recommittal of the pro­
posal prevailed, 46 delegates voting in the affirmative and 15 delegates 
voting in the negative. 
Proposal No. 169 "Limiting the Legislative Power of the General 
Assembly Over Cities and Towns." 
(The Committee on Local Government does not recommend.) 
The proposal was read . 
Mr. Coleman, seconded by Messrs. Cochran, Belhumeur, Kagan, Cha­
haryn, Gallogly and Murphy of Coventry, moved that the Committee of 
the Whole recommend rejection of the proposal. 
On a division vote. the motion prevailed, 62 delegates voting in 
±he affirmative and 0 delegates voting in the negative. 
Proposal No . 2 "Lotteries"
 
(The Committee on the Legislative Department does not recommend.)
 
The proposal was read.
 
Mr. Gorham of Scituate, seconded by Messrs. Gates and Pickard, 
moved that the Committee of the Whole recommend adoption of the pro­
posal. 
The motion was debated. 
At 3:30 P.M. the Chairman yielded the rostrum to Mr. David D. 
Warren, First Vice-Chairman. 
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On a division vc~e, t he motion to recommend adoption of the 
proposal fal.led, 31 de:egates voting in the affirmative and 40 dele­
gates voting in the negative. 
Proposal No . 3 "Arti cle I V- Of the Legislative Power" 
(The Committee on ~ e Le g i s l a t i v e Department does not recommend.) 
The proposal wa s rea.d. 
Mr. Ricci, seconded b y Mr. Bizier, moved that the Committee of 
the Whole recommend rejecti.on of the proposal. 
The motion wa s discussed. 
The motion was wi t hdrawn. 
On mot.ion of Mr , Do l b a s h i a n , seconded by Mr. Murphy of Warren, 
the proposal was placed last on the calendar of General Orders on a 
voice vote. 
Proposal No . 156 "St a t e Lotteries" 
(The Committee on t he egis lative Department does not recommend.) 
The proposal wa s r e a d . 
Mr. Ricci u seconded by Messrs. Doris, Wrenn and Cochran, moved 
t h a t the Committee o f t~e Whole recommend rejection of the proposal. 
On a div ~sion vote, the motion to reco~~end rejection of the pro­
posal prevailed, 55 dele=rates voting in the affirmative and 0 delegates 
voting in the negative. 
Proposa.l No . 69 II Legi s l atu~" 
(The Committee on the Legislative Department does not recommend.) 
The proposa l was read. 
Mr. D'i.LuqLi. o , sec onde d by Messrs. Dolbashian, Doris, Gallogly, 
and Murphy of Cov entry , moved that the Committee of the Whole recom­
mend rejection o f the p r op o s a l . 
On a divisi on v o te, the motion to recommend rejection of the pro­
posal prevailed , 59 delegates voting in the affirmative and 0 dele­
gates voting in the n eg a t i v e . 
Proposal No . 87 "Sess i on s o f the Legislature" 
(The Commi ttee n t h e Legislative Department does not recommend.) 
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~he	 p:r-opos2. 1 was r- e a d . 
Mr. Gorham o f Sc i t u a t e , seconded by Messrs. Corcoran and Green­
halgh, moved that t h e prop o s a l be placed last on the calendar of 
General Orders . 
The moti o n prevailed on a voice vote. 
Proposal No. 94 " 'I' a xa t.i o n " 
(The	 commi ttee o n t he Legislative Department does not recommend.) 
The	 proposal was read. 
Mr.	 DiLuglio, seconded by Messrs. Wrenn and Cochran, moved that 
the proposal be placed last on the calendar of General Orders. 
The motion prevailed on a voice vote. 
Proposal Ko. 1 14 "Leg islat.ive Power" 
(The Commi t t e e on the Legi s lat ~ve Department does not recommend.) 
The proposal was read. 
Mr. Fanning o f "'umbe r l a n d , seconded by Mr. Murphy of Warren, moved 
that	 the Committee of the Whole recommend adoption of the proposal. 
The mo tion was debated. 
On a divis ior. vo te the motion to recommend adoption of the proposal 
failed, 13 delegates v o t ing in the affirmative and 42 delegates voting 
in the negative. 
Proposal No . 1 25 " 1he Governor" 
(The committee on t he Legislative Department does not recommend.) 
The	 proposal wa s read. 
Mr.	 Fanning o f Cumberland, seconded by Mr. Toolin, moved that the 
Committee of the wr,ole recoMuend adoption of the proposal. 
The mo tio n was deb ted. 
On a divisio n v o _e the motion to recommend adoption of the proposal 
failed, 3 delegates v o ting in the affirmative and 58 delegates voting 
in the negative. 
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Proposal No. :40 "Legislative Session" 
(The Co~~ittee on t he Legislative Department does not recommend.) 
The proposal wa s r e ad . 
Mr. DiLuglio, seconded by Messrs. Feeney and Toolin, and Mrs. 
Pulner, moved that t he Committee of the Whole recommend adoption of 
the proposal. 
The motion was debated. 
On a division vote the motion to recommend adoption of the pro­
posal failed, 1 delegate voting in the affirmative and 51 delegates 
voting in the negative. 
Proposal No. 141 "Legislative Rules" 
(The Committee on the Legislative Department does not recommend.) 
The proposal was read. 
Mr. DiLuglio, seconded by Messrs. Canna, Dolbashian, Doris and 
Parrillo, moved that the Committee of the Whole recommend rejection 
of the proposal. 
On a division vote the motion to recommend rejection of the pro­
posal prevailed, 48 delegates voting in the affirmative and 1 delegate 
voting in the negative wi th more than 2 delegates present and not voting. 
Mr. LaSalle, s e conded by Mr. Bizier, moved t h a t the Committee of 
the Whole rise. 
The motion prevailed on a voice vote. 
August P. LaFrance, Secretary 
Constitutional Convention 
